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The state’s construction programs are increasing at the same time their personnel resources are decreasing.  To cope with the increased demand, states have either developed or are investigati
g alternative means of delivering the program.   CFR 637 required all states to have quality assurance programs that included technician and laboratory qualification by June 2000.  CFR (637B) also allowed an alternative that many states are either utilizing, or considering, that includes the use of contractor’s test data in the acceptance decision.  Traditionally states had full time plant and roadway inspectors to inspect the production and placement of the mix.  However, with limited resources, contractor testing is being utilized to permit the states to be less reliant on full time inspection and testing personnel.  Acceptance programs are now being utilized that use contractor test data that are verified by the states for acceptance.  As experience is gained with this type of acceptance program the knowledge gained in the development and implementation of the program needs to be shared with others.

The goal of this review is to determine best practice in the use of contractor test results in the acceptance decision of hot-mix asphalt (HMA) paving projects.   As opportunities permit, this review will highlight best practice in technician training and qualification as well as laboratory qualification.  This review will examine the state’s systems that are in-place to ensure the acceptability of the contractor test results.  The review will identify statistical methods for evaluating contractor test data and field implementation issues associated with these methods.  The review will also identify material attributes, lot size, sample frequency, location, tolerances, etcs.

To date reviews have been completed in Kentucky, Kansas, and Idaho.  Other states may be added to the review pending a needs assessment and availability of additional funding.  A trip report will be prepared following each state review.   A summary report will be developed detailing the steps needed to develop a model program using contractor test data.  This information will be useful to States considering improvements in their program.  
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